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We report a rare realization of unconventional anomalous Hall effect (UAHE) both below
and above the magnetic transition temperature (TC) in a hexagonal noncentrosymmetric magnet
Y3Co8Sn4, using a combined experimental and ab-initio calculations. Occurrence of such UAHE
is mainly attributed to the reciprocal (KS) topology (i.e. the presence of topological Weyl points
at/near the Fermi level), along with some contribution from the topological magnetic texture, as
inferred from the measured field-dependent ac susceptibility. The effect of UAHE on the measured
transport behavior however evolves differently with temperature above and below TC , suggesting
different physical mechanism responsible in the two phases. A unique planar ferrimagnetic ordering
is found to be the most stable state with ab-plane as the easy plane below TC , as observed experi-
mentally. The simulated net magnetization and the moment per Co atom agrees fairly well with the
measured values. A reasonably large AHC is also observed in both the phases (above and below and
TC) of the present compound, which is again not so ubiquitous. Our results underscore the family
of R3Co8Sn4 (R= rare earth) polar magnets as a compelling backdrop for exploring the synergy of
topological magnetism and non-trivial electronic bands, pivotal for spintronic applications.

Introduction: Integrating topological concepts with
magnetism has unveiled a unique perspective for ex-
ploring emergent phenomena in quantum materials [1–
5]. Apart from the conventional anomalous Hall effect
(AHE), sometimes an additional unconventional compo-
nent have observed in these topological quantum ma-
terials, named as unconventional AHE (UAHE)[6]. In
real space (RS), UAHE has been reported in systems
with non-coplanar spin arrangements characterized by fi-

nite topological number Q = 1
4π

∫
m ·

(
∂m
∂x × ∂m

∂y

)
dxdy,

and non-zero scaler spin chirality χijk = Si· (Sj×Sk),
where Sn and m are spins and unit vector of magne-
tization, respectively [7, 8]. Alongside, UAHE has also
been observed in systems featuring topologically-secured
band crossings, namely Weyl nodes, which always ap-
pear in pairs with opposite chirality [9–15]. These Weyl
nodes located in the vicinity of the Fermi level, act as
source and sink of Berry curvature while generating an
effective magnetic field in reciprocal space (KS). Weyl
fermions arise either due to the broken inversion sym-
metry (P) [16–18] or time-reversal symmetry (T ) [1, 19–
21], providing shared prerequisite grounds for realizing
UAHE[22]. Generally, finding Weyl metallic state in a
system with both T and P symmetry broken, is exotic
and uncommon[23–25]. This facilitates noncentrosym-
metric magnets as a robust platform to study the in-
terplay of topological magnetism and electronic phase,
elicited through robust electrical transport responses. At
this juncture, Cnv polar magnets owing to their bro-
ken P, have gained tremendous attention both from

∗ aftab@iitb.ac.in
† indranil.das@saha.ac.in

theoretical[25] as well as experimental perspective [26],
to explore the interplay of RS and KS topology[14].

In this letter, we report the interplay between mag-
netism and topology in the non-centrosymmetric polar
magnet Y3Co8Sn4 (C 6v symmetry) using a combined ex-
perimental and ab-initio calculations. We observe an un-
conventional dual behavior of AHE, transiting from pos-
itive (below TC) to negative (above TC) sign. This re-
veals an unusual contribution either from non-trivial KS
or RS topology or possibly a mixture of the two. Such
behavior is rarely observed, specially hosting in the same
system, and is in complete contrast to the conventional
trend of anomalous transverse transport found in litera-
ture. Below the magnetic transition temperature (TC),
our ab-initio calculations confirm a unique ferrimagnetic
(FiM) state hosting five pairs of Weyl nodes at/near the
Fermi level (EF ), resulting in a large AHC value mediated
by the intrinsic Berry curvature, which agrees fairly well
with our experimental findings. We also simulated the
high temperature nonmagnetic (NM) phase of Y3Co8Sn4.
Interestingly, four pairs of Weyl nodes are found at/near
the Fermi level (EF ) in this phase as well, which may
be attributed to the breaking of the inversion symmetry.
The effect of UAHE on the measured transport behav-
ior however remains quite different above and below TC

, suggesting different physical mechanism responsible in
the two phases. The simulated net magnetization and the
moment per Co atom agrees fairly well with the measured
values. A reasonably large AHC is observed in both the
phases (above and below and TC), which is not so ubiqui-
tous. These findings underscore the emergence of novel
functionalities driven by the coexistence of topological
electronic bands and non-coplanar magnetic ordering.

Experimental and Computational Details: Poly-
crystalline samples of Y3Co8Sn4 were prepared through
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FIG. 1. For Y3Co8Sn4, (a) Crystal structure (2D projection)
(b) HR-TEM image. Inset shows Fourier filtered image of
marked region. (c) Selected-area electron diffraction (SAED)
pattern. (d) Thermomagnetic M(T ) curve measured under
0.02 T. Inset shows dM/dT vs. T of ZFC. (e) Isothermal
M(H) at various T . Inset shows dM/dH vs. H for 2 K. (f)
Real part of ac susceptibility (χ′) vs. H for 2, 10, 12 and 16
K.

the arc melting technique in a high-purity argon environ-
ment, employing stoichiometric quantities of high-purity
(at least 99.9%) constituent elements, followed by an-
nealing at 800 oC for four weeks in evacuated sealed
quartz tube. First-principles calculations were performed
using Vienna Ab-initio Simulation Package (VASP)[27]
based on Density Functional Theory (DFT), with Pro-
jected Augmented Wave (PAW)[28] pseudopotential, and
Perdew, Burke, and Ernzerhof (PBE) [29]functional.
Further details about the sample preparation, experimen-
tal procedures, and computational methods are provided
in the supplementary material (SM)[30].

Results and Discussions: Y3Co8Sn4 crystallizes
in polar hexagonal structure (space group: P63mc) as
shown in Fig. 1(a) (2D projection), a distorted deriva-
tive of centrosymmetric BaLi4 structure (space group:
P63/mmc). Lattice parameters, shown in Table ST1 of
SM[30], consistent with earlier reports[31, 32]. The High-
resolution TEM (HRTEM) image and SAED pattern
shown in Fig. 1(b) and (c), respectively, reveal good crys-
talline nature of the samples. Thermomagnetic M(T )
measurements reveal a long-range ferromagnetic (FM)
like transition at TC = 53 K, followed by a notable de-
crease and irreversibility between zero-field cooled (ZFC)

and field-cooled (FC) curves below TK ∼ 25 K, which is
suppressed at higher H (see Fig.S2(a) of SM [30]). This
resonates with the development of incommensurate anti-
ferromagnetic (AFM) ordering at lower T [32–34] (more
details in SM[30]). The isothermal magnetization M(H)
attains a saturation moment of 2.54 µB/f.u. (0.32 µB/Co
atom) at T = 2 K with a minor hysteresis([30]), indicat-
ing the development of weak FM interaction [34] (Fig.
1(e)). Interestingly, dM/dH at T = 2 K reveals two dis-
tinct changes of slope, one at 60 mT and the other at 0.3
T, suggesting field-induced spin reorientations stemmed
from competing AFM and FM interactions (more de-
tails in SM[30]). A peak/dip behaviour is reflected in
the field-evolution of isothermal ac susceptibility χ′(H),
as illustrated in Fig. 1(f). From χ′(H) curves, a sharp
peak at 0.1 T, followed by a hump-like behaviour at 0.3
T for 2 K is clearly evident. The peak positions grad-
ually shift to lower field values with increasing T and
vanish completely at 16 K. Notably, similar features are
also observed across skyrmion/anti-skyrmion phase pock-
ets in chiral cubic MnSi, centrosymmetric Gd2PdSi3 and
several D2d Heusler alloys[35–41], suggesting the stabi-
lization of topological magnetic phase in Y3Co8Sn4.
We conducted systematic electrical transport measure-

ments to elucidate the correlation between magnetism
and the topological properties in both RS and KS. Fig-
ure 2(a) shows the T -dependence of longitudinal resistiv-
ity, ρxx(T ), exhibiting a kink at TC followed by a second
anomaly at 14 K. The slope change in ρxx near 14 K
reflects a superzone gap effect from the incommensurate
magnetic structure [42, 43], suppressed by an external
magnetic field. Figure 2(b) presents the field dependence
of magnetoresistance (MR% = ∆ρxx(H)/ρxx(0)× 100),
revealing a pronounced negative saturating MR of ap-
proximately ∼ 30% at 2 K. As T increases, the MR
decreases and transitions to non-saturating behaviour,
reflecting the evolution from an incommensurate AFM
phase to a field-induced FM like phase[44, 45].
Figure 2(c) illustrates the field variation of transverse

resistivity ρxy isotherms. Intriguingly, a distinct anomaly
appears in ρxy, superimposed on the background of nor-
mal (ρNxy) and conventional anomalous Hall resistivity

(ρCA
xy ), a key feature associated with magnetic topologi-

cal phase[6, 12, 41, 46]. For each isotherm, the empirical
relation, ρxy = ρNxy + ρCA

xy + ρUA
xy = R0H + RSM + ρUA

xy ,
is used to disentangle different components. Here, R0

and RS are normal and conventional anomalous Hall co-
efficients, respectively while ρUA

xy is the unconventional
component.The positive slope of ρxy at low T indicates
holes-type majority carriers with a density of n0 ∼ 1022

cm−3, while the intercept yields ρCA
xy (Fig. S3(a) of SM

([30])). Interestingly, a transition of the carrier-type oc-
curs at 15 K, shifting from holes-like to electrons, before
reverting to hole-type at 60 K (Fig. S3(b) in SM[30]).
Figure 2(d) depicts the T variation of ρCA

xy and anoma-

lous Hall conductivity (AHC), σCA
xy ≈ ρCA

xy /ρ2xx, with a

substantial value of σCA
xy ∼ 205 S cm−1 at T = 2 K. It

is important to note that (from the Figure 2(c)) that an



3

0 5 0 1 0 0
1 0 0

1 5 0

2 0 0

0 2 4 6- 3 0

- 2 0

- 1 0

0

- 6 - 3 0 3 6

0

1 0

2 0

3 0

0 5 0 1 0 00

5 0

1 0 0

1 5 0

2 0 0

2 0 4 0 6 0 8 0 1 0 00

1

2

3

4 6 8
1 0 0

1 5 0

2 0 0

0 2 4 6
- 0 . 4

0 . 0

0 . 4

0 . 8

0 . 0 0 . 30 . 0

0 . 5

1 . 0

0 . 0 0 . 3
V x y

- I

( c )

( b )

5 3  K

 

� x
x (m

W 
cm

)

T  ( K )

1 4  K

( a )

+ I

V x x

H

0  T
0 . 5  T

1 5  

4 0
2 0  

1 0  
2  

 
 

MR
%

H  ( T )
T  ( K )

1 0 0  
7 0  
6 0  

1 5  

T  ( K )

 

 
( e )

( d )

H  ( T )

� x
y (m

W 
cm

) 

 

1 0 0  
7 0
6 0  

4 0  

2 0  

1 0  

2  2  m W  c m

�
CA xy

 (S
 cm

-1 )

T  ( K )

� U A - m a xx y

 

 

H 
(T)

 T  ( K )
- 0 . 7

- 0 . 4

- 0 . 1

0 . 2

0 . 5

0 . 8

M ( T )
� '  ( H )

 

 

�CA xy
 (S

 cm
-1 )

�   2x x  ( ´ 1 0 7  S 2  c m - 2 )

T  ( K )

� U Ax y  ( m W  c m )  ( g )

( f )

 2     4 0
 1 0   6 0
 1 5   7 0
 2 0   1 0 0   

H  ( T )

�UA xy
 (m

W 
cm

) 

2

3

4 r Nx y +  r C Ax y   

 
�CA xy

 (m
W 

cm
) 

T (
K)

( i i )
 2
 6
 8
 1 0
 1 4

( i )

T (
K)

 1 6
 2 0
 2 4
 3 0
 3 5

0 . 1 5

0 . 2 0

0 . 2 5

S H
 (V

-1 )

0 5 0 1 0 00

1

2

3

T  ( K )

�
H (

%)
FIG. 2. For Y3Co8Sn4, (a) ρxx vs. T under zero and 0.5 T applied field. Inset represent schematic of the orientation of sample
with H. (b) Magnetoresistive (MR) isotherms at various T . (c) Total ρxy vs. H along with with the calculated curve including
ordinary and conventional anomalous Hall components. A vertical offset is created for better visibility. (d) Conventional AHC
(left axis) and AHR (right axis) vs. T . (e) TY J scaling of conventional AHC. Inset shows T variation of SH and θH . (f)
Unconventional Hall resistivity (ρUA

xy ) below and above TC . Insets (i) and (ii) show an enlarged view of ρUA
xy in the T ranges 2

to 14 K and 16 to 35 K, respectively. (g) Contour plot of ρUA
xy in H-T phase diagram.

AHE has already been developed in the non-magnetic
(NM) phase above TC (53 K) i.e. typical case of 60, 70
and 100 K ρxy vs. H curves deviate from the linear be-
havior above TC . This indicates the onset of short range
FM correlations, at a fairly high temperature, which is
also evident from our magnetization isotherms above TC

(see Fig. 1(e)). In a general, AHE arises from either
scattering independent intrinsic or asymmetric extrinsic
side-jump (sj) or skew-scattering (sk) mechanisms or a
combination of both[47]. Consequently, the σCA

xy can be

expresses as σCA
xy = σsk + σsj + σint, where σint is the

intrinsic component. To discern these three contribu-
tions, we employed the TYJ scaling relation for AHC as,
σCA
xy = −aσ−1

xx0σ
2
xx−b, where σxx0 is the residual conduc-

tivity and the intercept, b, corresponds to combination of
σint and σsj [48–51]. Figure 2(e) illustrates the expected
linear relation of σCA

xy with σ2
xx curve, yielding b ∼ 160 S

cm−1. Using the power-law relation (ρxy ∝ ραxx), along
with the parameters a and b from TYJ scaling and the
resonance condition, the intrinsic dominance of AHC is
confirmed (see Fig. S3 (c) (d)[30])[52–54]. Inset of Fig.
2(e) illustrates the T-variation of anomalous Hall an-
gle (AHA; θAH =σCA

xy /σxx) and anomalous Hall factor

SH (=σCA
xy /M). θAH attains a value of 2.1% at 2 K

while showing an overall weak T-dependency. While the
temperature invariance of SH at ∼0.2 V−1 asserts the
scattering impervious Karplus-Luttinger origin of AHE

[4, 55–57]. This quantification of the robust nature of ob-
served conventional AHE, positions Y3Co8Sn4 as a com-
pelling material for potential topotronic applications.

Next, we focus on the additional unconventional com-
ponent of AHE, ρUA

xy . Accounting in the intrinsic con-

tribution to AHE, RS is formulated as γρ2xx [55, 58, 59].
Since any non-collinear arrangements of spin is likely to
vanish in the field-polarized state, the intercept of the lin-
early fitted (ρxy/H) vs (ρ2xxM/H) curves above the crit-
ical field (Hc) is nothing but γ. Employing RS , we calcu-
lated the (ρNxy + ρCA

xy ) (black curve in Fig. 2(c)) and ob-

tained the ρUA
xy using the relation ρUA

xy = ρxy−ρNxy−RSM ,

at various T, as shown in Fig. 2(f). Notably, ρUA
xy exhibits

a qualitative divergence across the transitions in the fol-
lowing way, (i) below 14 K, the field range associated
with UAHE decreases with increasing temperature (see
inset (i) of Fig. 2(f)), while exhibiting an opposite trend
above 14 K (inset (ii) of Fig. 2(f)). This aligns with
the diminished field thresholds for annihilating topologi-
cally protected non-trivial structures at elevated thermal
fluctuations, while the origin of the UAHE in latter T
range (above 14 K) appears to be different. (ii) Along-
side, the peak amplitude of ρUA

xy at lower temperatures
showcases a decreasing trend from 2 to 14 K, followed by
a gradual increase up to 35 K, in contrast to a positive
amplitude of ρUA

xy observed below TC in several topolog-
ical materials[6, 41, 46, 60]. (iii) the gradual transfor-
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mation of the positive to negative peak amplitude above
TC is rarely observed. (iv) the negative peak is only
observed in NM phase. With the increase of tempera-
ture, the positive peak gradually gives way to the neg-
ative peak. For a better visualization, the contour plot
of ρUA

xy (T ) is overlayed on an H-T phase diagram, as
illustrated in Fig.2(g). While the nontrivial band topol-
ogy driven unconventional transverse transport has been
observed below and above the magnetic transition tem-
perature in few systems, such as GdPtBi, YbPtBi, and
EuCd2As2 [4, 15, 61], but to best of our knowledge, this
two-stage behavior of the UAHE is uniquely exhibited by
the centrosymmetric compound EuCd2As2 [4]. Interest-
ingly, we observe a similar two-stage behavior for the first
time in the non-centrosymmetric compound Y3Co8Sn4,
underscoring the need for an in-depth investigation into
the underlying mechanisms below and above TC . To fur-
ther elucidate and support our experimental findings, we
have performed ab-initio density functional theory calcu-
lations for both the phases, i.e., below and above TC .

To elucidate the electronic structure of Y3Co8Sn4
below 53 K, we have simulated various magnetic
configurations such as non-magnetic (NM), ferromag-
netic (FM), antiferromagnetic (AFM) and ferrimagnetic
(FiM1, FiM2), in axial and planar modes (see the
schematics in Fig. S4 of SM[30]), using the experimen-
tal structure. For axial cases, the moments are aligned
out of plane (i.e. (0,0,mz)) while for planar cases they
are aligned in-plane (i.e. (mx,my, 0)). Interestingly, the
system always converges to FiM2 configuration, albeit
starting from a FM configuration (with the same spin
alignment on all the Co-sites). We have also tried the ax-
ial and planar model proposed in Ref. [32], but they also
converged back to FiM solution, confirming the robust-
ness of the latter. Table I enlists the simulated relative
energies, total and Co-projected magnetic moments, and
average moment per Co atom for all the distinct con-
verged magnetic orderings. Clearly, the FiM2 ordering
(with Co moments oriented on easy ab-plane) is found to
be energetically the most stable configuration. ab-plane
has been reported to be the easy plane in all the experi-
mental reports so far [32, 34]. The robustness of in-plane
FiM ordering is also evident from the experimental non-
saturating M-H curve below 53 K (shown in Fig. 1(e)).
In FiM2 configuration, Co3 (2b site) and Co4 (2a site)
atoms are antiferromagnetically coupled to the other Co-
atoms, which gives rise to a net magnetization of around
3.3 µB/f.u. The average magnetic moment per Co-atom
is 0.41 µB/f.u., agreeing reasonably well with our exper-
imental result.

Figure 3(a) shows the schematic of unit cell with lowest
energy planar FiM2 magnetic ordering (only Co-atoms
are displayed for clarity). Figure 3(c) shows the elec-
tronic bulk band structure of Y3Co8Sn4 in this ordering
with spin-orbit coupling (SOC), using the theoretically
optimized lattice parameters (mentioned in SM[30]). The
metallic nature is evident with several linear crossings
around the Fermi level (EF ). Inclusion of SOC does

FIG. 3. For Y3Co8Sn4, (a) Unit cell schematic along with
lowest energy planar FiM2 magnetic ordering. Only Co atoms
at different sublattices (i.e. Co1, Co2, Co3, Co4) along with
their moment directions are shown, while Y and Sn atoms are
omitted for better visualization. (b) Hexagonal bulk Brillouin
zone (BZ) (c) Electronic bulk band structure including SOC
(d) Distribution of 5 pairs of WPs in the bulk BZ. WPs with
+1(-1) chirality are shown by red (blue) dots. (e) Bulk band
dispersion in the vicinity of a representative (i) type-I and
(ii) type-II WPs. (f) Berry curvature in the kx-ky plane. (g)
Energy dependence of anomalous Hall conductivity (σxy).

not change the band topology much, but induce small
splitting along these linear crossings[4],[62],[63] (see band
structure without SOC in Fig. S5 of SM[30]). Co d -
orbitals show major contributions to the density of states
(DoS) at/near the EF . To investigate the topological fea-
tures of the band structure, we performed an extensive
search of topological nodal points in the entire bulk Bril-
louin zone (BZ) (schematic shown in Fig. 3(b)). This
yields a total of 5 pairs of WPs with +/- chirality, as
shown in Fig. 3(d). The reciprocal space coordinates,
types, energy positions (with respect to EF ) and the chi-
rality of these WPs are shown in Table II. Out of these
5 pairs of WPs, 3 are of type-I, while the other 2 are
of type-II nature. One can notice from the table that
most of these WPs lie very close to the EF , leading to
the possibility of large Berry curvature, and hence the in-
trinsic anomalous Hall conductivity, as reported for many
similar systems such as Kagome ferromagnet Fe3Sn2 [64],
noncollinear antiferromagnet Mn3Sn [65], magnetic Weyl
semimetal Co3Sn3S2 [4] etc. A zoomed-in view of the
bulk band dispersion near the crossing points for a repre-
sentative type-I and type-II WPs are shown in Fig. 3(e).
Intrinsic AHE are intimately connected to the Berry cur-
vature (Ωn(k)) of occupied electronic states, arising out
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TABLE I. Calculated relative energies (∆E), atom projected Co-moments (µCo), total magnetic moment (µtotal) and average
moment per Co atom, for NM, AFM, FiM1 and FiM2 configurations of Y3Co8Sn4. For axial cases, Co-moments are aligned
out of plane (indicated by a single mz component), while for planar cases it lies in-pane (indicated by (mx,my) components).
There are 6, 6, 2 and 2 Co-atoms on each of the Co1, Co2, Co3 and Co4 sublattices (in-equivalent Co-sites) in the unit cell.
For AFM case, there are equal number of spin up and down moments denoted by ± in front of each moment values. While for
FiM1 and FiM2, the given moments are for all the (6 or 2) Co-atoms of a given type.

Magnetic ∆E µCo1 µCo2 µCo3 µCo4 µtotal Avg. moment/Co
Configuration (eV/f.u.) (µB) (µB) (µB) (µB) (µB/f.u.) (µB)

NM 0.667 – – – – – –

AFM (Axial) 0.368 ±(-0.77) ±(0.92) ±(-0.05) ±(0.96) 0.0 0.75

AFM (Planar) 0.156 ±(-0.55,0.55) ±(0.65,-0.65) ±(-0.03,0.03) ±(0.68,-0.68) 0.0 0.95

FiM1 (Axial) 0.087 0.99 1.15 -0.37 1.31 7.4 0.92

FiM1 (Planar) 0.056 (0.70,-0.70) (0.81,-0.81) (-0.26,0.26) (0.92,-0.92) 4.9 0.61

FiM2 (Planar) 0 (0.70,-0.70) (0.80,-0.80) (-0.29,0.29) (-0.92,0.92) 3.3 0.41

TABLE II. For FiM2 ordering of Y3Co8Sn4, reciprocal space
coordinates (in Å−1), type, energy position relative to EF (in
eV) and chirality of the five pairs of Weyl points (WPs).

WPs Coordinates Type Energy Chirality
of WP position

W−
1 (-0.229,-0.299,0.200) I 0.003 -1

W+
1 (0.226,-0.298,-0.200 I 0.002 +1

W−
2 (-0.066,0.059,-0.308) I 0.140 -1

W+
2 (0.069,0.057,0.303) I 0.130 +1

W−
3 (0.352,0.004,-0.421) I 0.075 -1

W+
3 (0.355,-0.002,0.421) I 0.075 +1

W−
4 (-0.177,0.310,0.420) II 0.073 -1

W+
4 (-0.176,0.320,-0.419) II 0.074 +1

W−
5 (0.040,-0.044,-0.167) II 0.169 -1

W+
5 (-0.040,0.043,0.166) II 0.169 +1

of the WPs. Figure 3(f) shows the Berry curvature on
the kx-ky plane. The color schema facilitates to visu-
alize the hot spots in the Ωn(k) values. AHC (σxy)
can be calculated from (Ωn(k)) using the following rela-
tion, σxy = −e2/h̄

∫
BZ

d3k/(2π)3
∑

n fn(k)Ω
z
n(k), where

fn(k) is Fermi–Dirac distribution function, n is the occu-
pied bands index, and Ωz

n(k) is the z-component of Berry
curvature [4]. Figure 3(g) shows the energy dependence
of AHC for FiM2 configuration of Y3Co8Sn4. The abso-
lute value of AHC is found to be around 168 S/cm at EF ,
which is in fair agreement with our experimental value
∼160 S/cm at 30 K (see Fig. S3(d)[30]) for Y3Co8Sn4 be-
low 53 K. This clearly shows that there is a predominant
intrinsic contribution to AHE in the present compound
below 53 K.

To investigate the unconventional transport properties
and their mechanism above 53 K, we have also simulated
the electronic properties of Y3Co8Sn4 in the nonmagnetic

phase. The electronic bulk band structure of the present
compound without and with SOC in nonmagnetic con-
figuration, is shown in Fig. S6 and S7(a) in SM[30] re-
spectively. It shows a metallic nature, with few linear
crossings around the EF , which are to be checked further
for their trivial/nontrivial topological nature. It is inter-
esting to note here that the inclusion of SOC leads to
significant changes in the band topology, including large
energy gap opening around some of the linear crossings,
which resembles the outcome for other similar topological
materials[66, 67].

As reported earlier, the finite UAHE above TC can
only be attributed to momentum-space lead Berry cur-
vature arising out of the WPs [4]. Therefore, we fur-
ther checked the nature of these linear crossings in the
nonmagnetic phase of Y3Co8Sn4. For that, a search of
topological nodal points in the entire bulk BZ is carried
out, which revealed a total of 4 pairs of WPs with op-
posite chirality, as shown by red and blue dots in the
bulk BZ in Fig. S7(b)[30]. Of these 4 pairs, 1 pair is
of type-I, whereas the other 3 are of type-II nature. A
zoomed-in view of the band structure in the vicinity of
a representative type I and type II Weyl crossings are
shown in Fig. S7(c,d)[30]. Total topological charge asso-
ciated with these 8 WPs sum up to zero, which is found to
be in accordance with the Nielsen-Ninomiya theorem[68].
Reciprocal space coordinates, type, energy position (rel-
ative to EF ) and chirality of these 4 pairs of WPs are
shown in Table ST2 of SM[30]. One can see from the
table that most of these WPs lie close to EF , which leads
to a large Berry curvature as presented in kx-ky plane in
Fig. S7(e).

To investigate the intrinsic contribution to AHE in the
case of non-magnetic phase (above 53 K), we have cal-
culated the AHC in a wide energy range of EF±0.4 eV,
as shown in Fig. S7(f)[30]. The absolute value of AHC
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is found to be around 154 S/cm at EF , which agrees
fairly well with the measured value for typical case of 60
K (i.e. above TC) (136 S cm−1 (see Fig. S3(d)[30])).
This suggests that the main contribution to the observed
AHE above 53 K in the nonmagnetic phase is also arising
from the intrinsic mechanism, which is intimately related
to the occurrence of WPS at/near EF . Such observa-
tion in the nonmagnetic phase can be understood using
a simple idea as follows. At higher temperatures, short
range FM domains may exist in the system, where each
domain has the magnetic moments in the same direc-
tion. But these FM domains are oriented randomly, and
as a whole it gives rise to the non-magnetic phase. In
each FM domain, WPs may occur due to the breaking
of time-reversal symmetry. However, the pair polarity
of each WPs is compensated by that of the other WPs
pair present in another domain, having opposite mag-
netization. Thus the negative and positive contribution
to transverse resistivity would be canceled out, explain-
ing the lack of spontaneous component of UAHE in NM
phase.

Conclusion: In conclusion, this study reveals the
interplay between magnetism and topology in a non-
centrosymmetric compound Y3Co8Sn4, highlighting its
unique magnetic and transport properties. Below 14
K, complex spin textures are evident, accompanied by
a sharp rise in resistivity and large negative magnetore-

sistance. The dominant intrinsic anomalous Hall conduc-
tivity and an unconventional anomalous Hall signature,
with a two-stage behavior—positive below TC and neg-
ative above TC—stem from a combination of intrinsic
band topology, and magnetism, such as an unique FiM
state below TC , and short-range FM fluctuations present
above TC . Ab-initio calculations reveal the existence of
topological Weyl points in both in-plane ferrimagnetic
(below TC) and non-magnetic (above TC) states, under-
scoring the role of intrinsic Berry curvature in UAHE.
A reasonably large value of AHC has also been observed
in both the phases (below and above TC) in the present
compound, which is rarely observed in a single same sys-
tem. These findings establish Y3Co8Sn4 as a potential
platform to further explore topological magnetism with
promising applications in spintronics and quantum trans-
port technologies.
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